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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


g«Tr nt cut^pr ^ anf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

WT I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

xiifM ^ ^ 3J^ 5ira fcif^cT ^ snter^ IRt ^ ^ 

fc|Tji'^ l^njT ’’W %; ^ 

(v) M l i^ ^ ^ flcra^ ^TTfM ^ f^i^ f^cT^ ’‘TTfM ^ 

^ 3rntq%i 3t9fr 'di4viiPr<P ^?>T?ei vJ^ arj^ tt? 

sfT; 

(vi) ifiRte ^ ^ f%d?.g URT ttxi sif l r ^f^ 

Tpr jn^f5rcfj P^iEfcfjqt ycf»if^d w t ^ ^ 

^ w t I ^ flcR^ ^nfM 5RT -nTj cra^t XT? 1%^ 

3fk/2n Prsfjti't ^r vjf^ ^ ^ f^wR 1^ w t; 

(vii) vjq^cfH f^nrffr ^ 16 ^ ^ ^ ^nr a^prcff^ 

cT8Zlt/3TTBrR ^ W f^cl«(^f xnfM ^ XipiRTT tol ^ «IT 3fR XR tifc?t 
f^wfxirat XR ift fXT f?iccf)i(t t^fttcRT w 11 

(viii) ^ «ff^-£RT ^ **** xnfM ^ Tfrq^q 3miR xr JR^H g5t M 

it jR[ffrcT ^rctt 13ik jnf^r^ ^ f%Wr ^ hbct T fi c p ft '. q ^ hptt tl 

SRT 

2. t%?ra^ xnfgjff ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TR irqr t 

cWT ^ ^ xjf^ W=fr xRf^ ^ ^ TTt 11 

"XT. ^<qrg 

3. 5IRte jnfu^ ^ ^ ^ f ^xjRlt})^ igcW tr 

^^XTR xT>t§^\ ixarlf^ih ^ ^T8IT xjgftf^ ^ ^T xr^ ^ WT ^T 

f^52IT TRIT «IT I xxgftfefgj xr^r xftf$f?R ^ WSdl ^ xsft W ^ STJ^ 

^ x^r ^ 85% x^^5tRlx|T5^3^ ^gjRit ^ ?5ft ft t I x; a^f^ch xpj^ g5T xaRqR^f 
f^l^FT M ^r 1^ viflcIT % f^ ^ ^ Xlf ^ff^d vSITcIT % I x?a^W^ 

x?5T^ g>T vicMicx-i tn ^ aiT^ slhfrPr^ ^ xsf^ aRigi if fe fr fira^ ^ xsif^ x^rar 
t I xjafff^ xRn^ gjT jnfHr xjxtzM cmr affe f rfir cb xg qqt- Ji ^ ^ % i 


[MFII—1] 


HTO ^ Tram : aTOrair>T 
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3Tf^ff^m ^ '^HlJJJccb 5501 W 5503 ^ cTfcT 


4. M|R|4>T'^ ^ 

l^d^«S MifSiil vjii-qitJl'i cfSIT 4c?MH vSTTcT ^ ^ 

^ cR^ ^ 1^ t I yrt^RjT^ vjihitfn v3c^i< ^ ^t4hi ^r yi^ch Pucbql ^ 

f I 

5. MKS^ct, ^ ^ ^ 1^ SJT ^refRT 5RT %TIT 

^ ^ vjfT^ TTg^tf^ Lbl^sl'i 3ft7 ^ ^ 3TW|fcid l^5t>)fc4ch ^TjT?^ 

cfjT IfRcT ^ ^R*f!^l3lt ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ W ^ t I ^ 

vSc^TT^ ^ RPidiui ^ yf^^l cTSTT jH^IP'lcfn -Jjto?! TRT8jT,^|HjJ1 ^ ^T ^xleiH 

SJTfejpT^ ^ 


5rr?^ ^ ^ flcR^f ^nfM SRT-g^cra^^f^wt?^^^ 

MlRlchl^ Pt«ch^ ^ ^ f^ntTT gft f \5dt*l gRT vidl l cjd 

^ gTcTT 3Tgftf^ TT>T5W^ cISTT % 3TRncT gTcTT 

ciif^(f^cf7 ^ ^ ^rar;ftg5t ^ ^ t aft? ^ araT ^"rttcR 

^fRR f I 

6. ;rR%gj ^ JTTf^chi^ ^ f^Tjfrr f^ en % ^rf^ct>i 4o 

f^O, Ao f^O ^ ^ Ao Ti^ 

cftR|ct>e'« f^O, 'r»cl<T5Tll gRT 'M^cki ^ ^RR’ g^t Tf^ sJt | gll^gjlgnlt ^ gf? gM ^^cW 
3^ gRR g5t gf 8ft I gnf^gggnft ^ g? glgT 8n |f%gg ^ ^4>f^ct>d f^O, 
1^RTgf»T g^fgg ^ 3TW ^RTg %, T?gftfcTg> 4>l^4'i gJT ^3?gTgg gR^ gT^ 3Fg g ^R ft % | 
gigl ggf t % %g^ gR ^giT^ t # XRi^ ^ ^ f I ^ 

1998-99 ■it ><snlRn=n RiT^ gTt ^ ggqigg 80,268 gt. gg «g ggl g lf^ g^ i chTli gRfggf gg g?qTgg 
59,168 Tft. gggni^'^nn><4irT^cnio^riIgn^ngTgfg%^tTH tj : *)nr14> 9^l?g< %-gft^g?qigg-ft’Tj;g)'g^ " 

1?^%3^tT^gf^1wft‘%g^gSTT-31^%Ixft^-5?itggft3lk^glf^gRRgR^g>T^g%-qra . 

3ggR%\ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


vswVi ^ f^jcl ^ ^ ’ft [^ci4<£i ft «4 >i4 

1^, jrri^r^rft ft viciVi ^ ^ qiRicjj|<*>TiI gft thrift ^ 

ft snrft Hixlftcp fft^F^ ^ ft I 

aiWId 7^ Hrai cWT »^'iq*i <iH4iid 

7. f^cl<lfS HlRifl ftRl ^ ft 1% ft?jt ft ft ftftf ft 3<Mld ^ 

Hrai ft^ ft ^ ft aflY ^ ’iff cHirar J 

ft PlHI^flN era? fftif ft- 

8. ftp ?ntqH 

(i) fto ^clrfftlchH cbKMl^JfM ft>gRT^cra5fftziT-wftfft>fttfttftt3TTft 

xjS <t)dcbdl HR! Hcblf^Id 30^ ^ SmR W 5RT ^ 

Trft dif^ebn RY fft^RRT tor RiT ^ ft I fft^Wr i;rt amft fftftciftr ft rf Rj?T 
’mrftfftjfttfttfttaTTftx^I?^, cbdcbdl SRT Rcblto STRIRT diRsO^ft ft 
-^nq ft ftftr ft ftrft qift mm “ft ?nfftd ft to cnftqpr ^ ijer qq q>?T 
qqr ft I cTiftqH ft ftfft qrft arraici qft qrar qq snqjdq q^ft crerr qm dto 
qj to ^ ft fttqr ft 3ito ft, ?q fftqtftr qft 3iqrq ^ qft 
3rrq?qqqn ft I 

(ii) qfifrrqqqnft ft wq^1998 dq? ftq?I 3TT3 q#ft qft aiqfft ^ to mm qq HTRI 
ft ftqq ft ^qqqr JR^ qft ft I Rifftqqft ft 3TTd qto ftt ato ft to 
qifftqqqj^qft gRT M't^d ffti? qqqjft RY Sirarfftr 3iNid qft qrar RY RTcT 
qft qprft ^ fftqqRT fftqr ft fft wq qft ftq 3iq1ft ft toj qqq? qq 
qq^ ^ftqr i 

9. Mlf^q>l’fl 5RT to 

(qft Rlfft^lft q? ftfe qRft ft fft RTTR qft ft ^TRq qif^iqqqjrlt ft ftt ftt ^ 
3TTft xj^ iRT, qicHqrdr ft RRi aitot RY 3nqr^ 1998 dft ft mm qft RRir 

ftqft ^qqr JR^ qft sft I qrtorqRftftt ^ 5R^ to ft aito 5RIR RT^ 
qft fttv^jqftt qft qqftft ft fttq deic'd k Rlfftqqft ft Rirq ftt ftt 
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[tjFTi—Taro 1] 


(■Q) 10 "^T^^JaR 1999 %3nTf^f5IT8pTff •^’^ -aft ^ STI^T^T^, 

«h<n'HTii ?Rr iiot,if^w % an3^ •arR ^ 3?^ % a;pim ^ RniT ^ 3?h: "aR^ 

aqi^T^^TJ^, ^F^Rr?n?RI3Rnf^'q^'^’7ITfm^'^a^l^c^TTraT 1590 
■*ft. ^?lHt 3TIW^ 4.38% «ft I aiRM fWT 14(R) %^R«TT 

a^^ftRI aUTRm^ •^HflMRI^^aqfV2fiRn?;RT3;i‘Pr'lt?Wf ?RT^Ta(T%RT wt'faF>?n^2fH'^^^ 
atTRim % ^ ^’% ^ ^ aqRh t '3^ TTI^RH % ^ Rpn W % I IJTftRjRt 

11^ % Tf^ aqram % afji^ 3nft ■RRifoRr ^ 5^511 a;!i%^ % a^f^ 

■^* ynipura Slf^'ifiT^^'^'aft# STT^T^T?^, ^)^I^RlT?RT'5PFlf^^;^RT'fqT?RRT%RT «TI I 


^0 kdif^^ gjRqt^SRT sn^ ^ cra> feir w t Ritorft 

cTf^^PT ^ MtPlQlcl ^ STRIR >d»icn SRI f^v* anraTcT 3TTSj^ 

S57 t I snfirajrtt ^^^ t ariS)^ ^ 4 

^ ^ fllTS^lft RtWr ^ Picbl'ri) ^r cl^r ^ ^>ROT 3RR^ Sit 'H’^ldHI t I 
f^rato sRT cii4^ ^ jraiif^icf ^ficfr ^ 5 r^ ^ 3i^[^ 

5501 cWT 5503 ^ cTF^T cTT^SPT ^ ^RltcT St WS(\ 1207 sJt ^ v5im Sisf^ ^ 

#?H RR^T ^ ^ STRITcT SR 3.8% deleft t I RS>R Rltol^ 

S? ^ ^ dl^SlR ^ JTSRftRT ^JSRT SnSlfel Mel S>t RTST ^ WI ^T 

McTSj SRI SI^ ^ 3iraR m anSTcT S>t RRH ^ W S«IT 31^^ 

^HdM ^ftRT ^ Site t I 

w. W M i v q ?fgn RTCT 

10. f^rte Riter^ s^ ^ ws sr srr 4o R»R*tRR xcnften d>KMl^!iM rfts> 

^ ^ tete ^ RM fsn SR I ^0 R>R»fRR ^cTlftefl S>KMl^J^M d«R 31^ lW- 
^TF5R^ teWr ^ ^ 4 ■'HIRRI ’5eR,teR sta RSR XR^ Rite ^ ^ Rl^ 

^ s5t Rt t: 


RJt^ter ^RsteR 


tete SRI ^ Rt ^j;rrt sr rrrrr Riter^t sri ter rri sr i 

^JRRI ^ RRRRR ^ 3TIRR RR RTRM ’JpR RSR tes S^tRR SR SllcbcH tel^RR tel 
RSI t:- 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. I] 


WIRT ^ 

(i) ^ ^ ^ g5t ^ izfl^ 

I Pl<i^dcb ^Nl’< ^ ^ '^n? 'diHM 3^7 ^ 

WpR ^ ^ 3TeFT ^ 5R^ 'mj | jntel^ ^ ^ f 

tdlRti^ ■cbI'?^^?H SRI ^ 'HIHM 3fk 

^ XJ3>tieraj ^1515^ ^ f^3|jt ct>)Hd ^ 3icR ^ I c»>*^’ft ^ ^El^ ^TvjfR 
«f#1»»i»,iS ftfcPI’T 'SiclX ^ clHdd 'MI*il'<I ^ ♦*•**»* f^.HT. 

^ f^?F>t ^ I 'H4 <e| ^ ^ *1^’^ ^ «?> ^ 

WTWR ^ wdT % I ^ wi^yo g>t «!nwr ^ «*^ 

sfl'ha 3raf^ ^ (cH{ RjpI ^ •3te''l dMid ^ c;idl f^<JI ^ I 3lcii<i(, 
ihNHi'HI idlR^4^ ^ ^ d>N«HI-R«R f^T^TcT^ ^ 

qi% gil ^ t I 5RT ^ cIFRT 3^7 *11% ^ ^ % Mcra>r ^ 

^ ^ 3ffRf% ^ t 1 

(ii) ^ 3T5%Ei w 8IT % ^ ^ srafir ^ ^ 

vidlKH dlFTcr ^ aM ^ dq'd*! I f%qfe 5RT ^1^ ^ ^ vdcMIdH clFTcf ^ 
W % 3nrt?RT aj^ IR^ ^ *T1J % I intol^ ^ ^ t i??f>1f^c}j v(y\^ ^ 

(iRftlpT) ^ dTFRT ^ Jig?I Prf¥^ % I ^ 31^ ^ 
IRftlJT ^ g5tHcfr % ^rat^cT 3RR^ t I Mcf^ gRT BR^cf ^ M ^ % 

3RR^'-»* 3rir^ ^srar 5rf% 3Ti#g^ ^SIcR Jlf% ^ era? 

^ t I WffM ^ % 3RR ^ I’?, Hlf^'I'^t % ^ 3Rrf^ ^ 

's'jf>tf^4> ^ vJdlIdH clFRT ^ T#TT-gR % cTlf^ ^ 

w ^ ^ ^ 'Ei^ f^f^Tii f^toi f vI'Hil^ f^ra*fr 

% I mtol^ ^ CFR^ t % ^1^ ^ WT ^ 13f^ 

v3dTKd cTFRT ^ ^ ^ t f^RT% 5Rn^a> W*T%, ^ 3fR cTW ^ v3f%?T 

^rri^pf ■?nf%df % I cRTif^, vjrra 3T^f% ^ 41'iH 'ej^ «inr % > 3^ ^ 'HiRd 3fl^ 

%5t *TT%T 3fhlRT ^Kd eTFRl ^ vSEITgl ^ sJt I intel^ gRT -El^ 

«)I'J1K % ^ *T% 'd'^cg c^ ^ aigfl% c^ ^ % Tfpif Tflfl ^ vr^fnf^ 

^erM f^iiitr ^ f^-2 (3 T^-i) ^ ^ st^I^rt 1 1 

'd^'HR, ^ ^ 41^ a5t Tt Wf^ ^ 3TTEfR aflY *n% 

3j^ ^ elFRfi ^ aiRiJr a5^lW ^ '{41<fl^ %% ^ JUf^mST^ gRT ^5R?3HT-gR 

RdR ^ ti^c^ ^ f^Erf^../;.'j.“'^.;if% f 4 >i<i. "^dc^l >sieiy (...’f.’^.’^?^../f^.‘^^. 

3m^ tor TRiT t I 


Pt<ild ?Sl*Id 

^ 3mf% ^ 4kRT, V»K*fl'dl tcnf^<RT ajR'ft^ % 3w5t^ 

^51^ ^ #3TTf^ xr; 3Fr^ ^5RT7 ^ sfRRT ^5^ tr; *rRcT a>r 





[HFT I—1] 
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m f^r^ tor t 1arfcrf^, ^TNcfk c^r 

Vo cf5t ^ ^ thJfljfTH, ^?^cr??r ?TT% 

aft? xjcRft jrru^xT^ ^ 1^ ■nx? ^ I w ^ cnwl^cb arrerR xr^ ^ ^ gjRxri, 

mf^mft sRf ^ ^’jR??HTiR xR wmj f^ra^ ^r ^ t i 

cf^^'HR Xjfm 3T^ ^ xpn?TfR7T XRTf^^ ^jRXft^ gRT XjgfTf^ 

‘+>l^«l'< cf5t 3^1^ Pp^tcT g^t^TcT ^ ^^^£rf^..f^.?^..■?^..?•.....STXT^tgft ^STcR f^.TTT. x^^ f^RTT 
■^TgT t” I WR ^ 'T<gfrl ^ 3TraR x^^ jnf^fgjT^ x^T^j^Rf]- kllR^cKI cbRwI^^I'l 
^ 4.'?t.«'.r:.3R^tgot ;gTeR/f^.Trr. ^..!.?r:.^ % xr qi^ gq f^rerf^ gR^ 

t I 

qr) aig^R ^ ^ qrgq ^nfi^:- 


11. dl^ciH ^ 1%^ 3Rr Pt-tlidcf) gRT X3fm ^ uf^ ^ ^ f%qj7 tj^u 

«TT I qrfSfgq^ ^ cii^qH ^ 3rg f^rat^rgst g?r xFTPTpg f^RrfcT g^tHg aftq xnsg hi^jH 
^ t^gfxRT ^ '{i^ld ^d'll M'f^d gR^ ^ STgXFR 5fgTg f^dl I jnf^T^T^ ^ XTRcT 
dl^gid ^ 3lf^ X^ 7TR^f%g) ^ ^ SJT I cfSTlft, ST^g f^TgW ^ 

grhg ^ ^FTg '{^gdi 5R^ q# g^t # i qRf^rg> f^rakxji ^ di^dn ^ ar^r 
Plqix^q^'i g^ x3^ qjxq q^ ^ ^ g>Rui qTftjgq^ ^ xficilfiq ^qd^ei ^ddi ^ angR 
qq WTRi xjcg -sfk f^mtcT g5tqg gq f^ratxfnr tor stt i gr^gH ^ xft f^rgW 
gRT qRp^rgi f^ti! ^r Wqpg f^gfg gTtqcr afk xqgq qrf^ ^ f^ tjt^ f^fgfRT 
XR g^ q^ xjgrgT qgr t I grq g^t ^ ft?, qrter^ ^ Mgg^r 

^ ■'ff«(tj j|* ***. arqftg^t 'Siei'^ qf^ f^.^i. gr 25.52% xr tn^ qifSn ^rgf^ arxf^ 

MRf^gj Pltcb^l g7t gR^ t I 

(?l) wf% x?g g»1^xyn?qcfa 

12. 5TI% afk gjRXJirqrgj ^ g]^ #?R^ xjjRjfRrj xRTRSg^ g>Rxft^9fq gR[ 

qxj g^ ^ qg5R %:- 

^). di^dM x^ fxf angTcfr g5t qrgT qqxjg t gr^gR ^ ^ arrgTgt ^ gr^fR 
^ f^RTgcT gq ^ qgRig fan t I gi^grq % 3T?q qigr ^r fxj srrgRfr g5t ggr? ^ 
grf^gqgR^I gTf Xjfrg 3f^ ^ xfRfg^; ciRqf^ctj' 5Tf% q^ ^ 11 

^). vjejVi ^ 'd«ig ^r g^Hdi, eqqqggr. f^gJt qrl^, wngq gr jqqgr x^ m^V i 

aratqpft "rri g?r f^Rft qgqggig? g^ 5 f% f^ gr^grq % fxj ag gid) g^ 

q^ ^ X^ grRgT^ 3?ggT qgT t I 

q). gF 3n%q cTgJ^ gqg gT^gR ^ gRg g?f gXf XJj^f^gj x^j^^r ^ f^gf^T 

grqRg g?lqg gR g?|qg xr ^ f; -qrflrgqgRit q^g g^r egpr q^ rit % 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


^TTTfi ^ srt qMk'l ^ 113 ; Pinla 3^^ ^hci % tihh 

t I 

(■^) 3qTf^ % cfr HR?T % T<R % ■^cTT^'oEt, ^ 

f^rqWf % ^ witTT f, #n i 

(^) Utf^ehl^ 

13. 3Ttf^ PlMitiT ■^’ ■STra ^ TT^ ■'W{U|IcH=b ^ W1 

mfwrt % wqr an % ^ ^nrci ■^‘ wm oR^sif ^ chlndT % ^8i fi?; 

■nfer 37rqRff % ^Ft'Hdl' T^if^ "spiRt t ■qi ^ siFimf % 3i^ qftRqf ■^‘ qqfRT w 

qqr 3Fq«TT qint aipft t "qr ^ wi# ■^’ "^qqqs siHt t, a^qm iiqT 

■3RR qqr ^ I qrfqqiRt f % cii^qn ^ ^ ^[stfrfdq^ qqfqi: % aqqnff ^ -qr^ 

#RT ^ ^sqKT t, fqq^‘ % im ar^lf^ t, di^qn ^ fq; auqrdf % hr?! fq; 
l^shlPcIqi '+)I5S« % aqqrqf qft "^i ^ 11 qTfqqjRt 31R[ f % cn^qpf % 

fqqfqq^f'^ HRqqit i<9r5lPn'n '+ii5®k'qjT di^ciM ■^’ ^hihi'^h qRrqrf^ qrfqRTT^ afk hrct 

■qit ■qftqq ■^‘ qqfqT aq^ 11 ^Rq q^t cfif^M ^ ^p; H^IP^qs qqfqr % aqqrqf qq "q^ 

^3#rT % %tt ^-Tfer qftqq q^i qfPqq rt t^t 11 q?t arqqt ^fhcT qrt 

■^ftqq t a^^R^TTqisq^qftfqsFt'^'E^'^iiRTqTtEnHqqcTT'^’qqfRTfqTTqz aq^t i^qftqqq^t 
Rlpqqq^ ^ fq^ qr qfq^ f q^qiitq qrt qiwfqqr ^ ^ t afR^:i^3^qit 
^ qifqH HstPlPdqi qiw ^ qrfei ^qqmf % qq^q 11 hkct ■^‘ -pfq^ rr % <icqKq^~l' 
TRqf^ q% TqqRq Tq^ qq 1^1qRnT%%q;qRifqq5rq^’t iqRqRt^^qfq 
qq -q? ^gfqfHq qRqr I ■% Rqs q^ qq aqqm T^q? q^ xR ^ I 

14. T ^rq r fech g HT fc [iJ 

Rifqqqft q^ i3,njiqTfecb iJ,<+kq>^ IqqTqT 20 2000 %aqT^-qq%^TTcq 

TTq’f 3qRr f aq qj f^RT% Riq apq qraf % RTq-’RTq, wW q^t q^]qd fqqfin qtfq 
■gRT aq^qftq^q^ftf^iqjqq^qTqftipqqqi, qjpqqf^'^feqit'^ia^pqRRdtft'^j^q^w^t'Rsf^ 
qft aqq^qqqq ^rqifq % 'Rqq ■^' q.shIPriqi qq?aR % aqqrqqff qq ^feqipq qr 1 

aitoi^ 5RT qrm 

MiRiqqx) qfe qr^ ^ wq ^ qq^qx ^ f^xPl ift 3TRITcTq> 

Jirf^mq^ ^ HPft M ^?JxHT qq t I ^ 

^ 20 q^,2ooo ^ ^qq ^?tq4 wq 4 qif^rqq^ q5t wqqr ^ 

q>tt 3TT^ qi 'g;qqT 5R^ q5t # I Mll^efq^ ^ q>^ t 1% 

ts’f^iqrf^ch T^q^rtr^ ^ w^ i3qq wq ^ ^ ^ 

Hmf^ch q# t I 

(^). aif^ 

16. ^jqtqq qr ^ q?qR[ qrl^tqqlt q? Rq^ l d^ 1 

(qj) cii^qM ^ ’JpT ^ qr q?T ^ Pl^lIRlci ijfplfcick qq^^ qq q^I qJt Plq^ci ^'^qi 
'HikM «Rk q>tqq q? f^jqr qqr % 1 


(^) q^ vjeiVi qjf ii'wf^«P 5lf^ ^ 





[MFT I—1] 
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(’T) Ndeil'’! ^ ^ ST!^ dl^ciH ^ ^ ■?IT ^ % Pl'utf^d cT?^ ^ 

ITTCT cbK^I it t I 

17. inters ^ ^ 3T«raT cfjTT ^ WU^ ^ 

^ fcTETR Tjf^ c^rn^ ufM cf^r it 

^?FTRT tt I R^'I'jT^IsJ, 3TRT^ ^ #ffcT ^fxT ^ ^ ^ 

Pitt'iRd >Mird<T)|cf5Ti^ cfiMpliil ^ §Tf% '<f^d RsJ^l <^Hd ^TT®r ^ sft 1 vjf^ 

^ ■JTF 3T^ MTf^H tf ^ W Tfin an ^ ^ ^ cPTT^ ^ 

^ TiTTcft t I viMvW ^ 31#=T, 3Trf^fcfrr^ W^rMf eFTT^ ^ ^fRf^ 
Rlfc^-iq^ cfit ife cfi^ f 3jk #fTT^[^ C^ 't^lHUIech 5501 

3fR 5503 ^ Sid^ld 3Tr^ cilel dl^dM *^d ^ '2IT d61 ^ Pi>Mifdd '^sblf^ci^ c^ 

^ 3TFTTcfr ICR PUi-ciiJi^cb qre-fM cFTT^ ^ ^ t I 

^ "<1^1, 5lf^ l^yi. 'frt t! 'dK^n ^ 'ife^Rgcf '<iRl tt^:- 



^/pRl^dcb 

^ ^R[ 5rf% f^yi ;sr(H>i) 

1. 

d'l^cIM 

c5r?^fR?PT 

O-IMO 

2. 

3Fi( P|iJ^d<^7 

o-xvo 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE & INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 11th July, 2000 
FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Anti dumping investigation concerning imports of Acrylic Fibre from Taiwan-Fi^al Findings. 

27/1/99/-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti 
Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, 
thereof; 

A PROCEDURE 

1. The Procedure described below has been followed; 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) notified 
preliminary findings vide notification dated the 10'*' November, 1999 and requested 
the interested parties to make their views known in writing within forty days from 
the date of its publication; 

(i) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to known interested 
parties, who were requested to furnish their views, if any, on the preliminary 
findings within forty days of the' date of the letter; 

iii) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the Cultural & 
Economic Centre, Taiwan in New Delhi with a request to furnish their views on the 
preliminary findings; 

iv) The Authority held a public hearing to hear the interested parties orally, which was 
attended by representatives of Forum of Acrylic Manufacturer Association, M/s. 
Formosa Plastics Corporation, Taiwan and Economic and Cultural Centre of 
Taiwan in New Delhi. The parties attending the public hearing were requested to 
file written submissions of views expressed orally. The written submissions thus 
received from interested parties have been considered by Designated Authority in 
this finding. 
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v) The Authority made the public file available to all interested parties 
containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by various 
interested parties, for inspection, upon request; 

vi) Arguments raised by interested parties before announcing of preliminary 
findings, which have been brought out in the preliminary findings notified 
earlier have not been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, 
arguments raised by the interested parties have been appropriately dealt 
with in the preliminary findings and/or these findings; 

(vii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to known interested parties 
and comments received on the same have also been duly considered in 
these findings. 

(viii) **** in the Notification represents information furnished by interested 
parties on confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the 
Rules. 

B VIEWS OF PETITIONERS. EXPORTERS. IMPORTERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES AND EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

2. The submissions made by the interested parties have been examined, 
considered and dealt at appropriate places herein under:- 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION: 

3. In the Preliminary Findings, the Authority had considered the product 
under consideration for the present investigation as Acrylic Fibre in the 
form of Acrylic staple fibre, Acrylic Tow and Acrylic Top. Acrylic Fibre is 
a long chain of synthetic polymer composed of at least 85% by weight of 
Acrylonitrile units. The Acrylic Fibre is produced in various grades 
defined in terms of deniers. Acrylic Fibre is produced either through wet 
technology or dry technology. Acrylic Fibre has application in various 
household uses and some industrial use. Acrylic Fibre is classified under 
custom code 5501 and 5503 of Customs Tariff Act. 
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4. AUTHORITY POSITION : 

No arguments have been raised by any of the interested parties with 
regards to product under consideradon and the scope of present 
investigation. Therefore, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings 
with regards to product under consideration. 

D LIKE ARTICLES: 

5. In the preliminary determination the Authority held that Acrylic Fibre 
produced and sold by domestic industry and those imported from the 
subject countries, are being used inter changeably by the customers in 
India. The process and technology for manufacturing the product all over 
world is similar in terms of machinery, raw materials, manufacturing 
process except for minor differences such as additives, automation in 
material handling. 

AUTHORITY POSITION: 


No arguments have been raised by interested parties subsequent to 
Preliminary Findings. In view of the same. Authority confirms its 
preliminary findings in that Acrylic Fibre being produced by Domestic 
Industry and those being imported from subject countries are 
commercially and technically substitutable and are Like Articles within 
the meaning of relevant Rules. 

E. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY; 

6. In the Preliminary Findings, the Authority held that the petition was jointly 
filed by M/s Indian Acrylics Ltd., Chandigarh, M/s. Pasupati Acrylon Ltd., 
New Delhi and M/s. Consolidated Fibre and Chemicals Ltd. Calcutta. The 
petitioner claimed that Indian Petrochemical Ltd., having their plant at 
Vadodra is the other company producing Acrylic Fibre. Thus, it is claimed 
that there are only four units which produces Acrylic Fibre in India. The 
total production of Acrylic Fibre in 1998-99 was 80,268 MT and the 
production of petitioner companies was 59,168 MT. Thus, the petitioner 
account for a major portion of the domestic production of Acrylic Fibre 
during the POI and therefore had the standing to file the petition on 
behalf of domestic industry as required under the Rules. 
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AUTHORITVS POSITION : 

As no arguments have been raised by any of the interested parties, with 
regards to the standing of domestic industry, the Authority confirms its 
preliminary findings with regard to standing of petitioners to represent domestic 
industry in the investigation. 

F. QUANTUM OF IMPORTS AND DE-IVIINIMUS IMPORTS: 

7. The argument have been made by interested parties that the quantum of 
imports from some of the subject countries are de-minimus and hence no 
duties should be levied. The interested parties have argued as under:- 

8 M/S. FORMOSA PLASTICS CORPORATION. TAIWAN : 

(i) It has been argued by M/s. Formosa Plastics corporation that reliance is being 
placed on statistics furnished by petitioners based on data published by 
DGCI&S, Calcutta. It was stated by the exporters in their submissions that the 
imports statistics by DGCI&S, Calcutta apparently includes imports from third 
countries which have been attributed to be originating from Taiwan. These 
exports needs to be excluded to assess the quantum of imports from . Taiwan 
and whether they are more than the de-minimus limits. 

(li) The petitioner have furnished information with regard to the quantum of imports 
only for a period of eight months till November, 1998. The Authority has 
placed reliance on the quantum of imports based on statistics furnished by 
petitioners for a period of eight months presuming that similar trends would 
continue for the remaining period of investigation. 

9 EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY : 

(a) The Authority notes that at the time of initiation of investigation the 
petitioner had furnished information on quantum of imports based on 
statistics available from DGCI&S till November, 1998. These statistics 
furnished by the petitioners prima-facie indicated existence of dumping 
and accordingly the Authority initiated investigations. 

(b) However, in its Preliminary findings dated the lO*” November, 1999, the 
Authority had considered and analysed the quantum of Imports for the 
period of investigation, as per information published by DGCI&S, Calcutta. 
The information published by DGCI&S indicated quantum of imports from 
Taiwan at 1590 MTs which represented 4.38% of the total imports into 
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India. This is higher than the de-minimus limit of quantum of imports as 
required under Rule14 (d). It has been claimed by exporters, that 
some of the imports from Taiwan are alleged to have originated from 
third countries but have been attributed to be originating from Taiwan. The 
Authority notes that these allegations of diversion of exports via Taiwan 
are not substantiated and hence the Authority has placed reliance on the 
information of exports from Taiwan as published by DGCI&S, Calcutta. 

(c) It has been further argued by M/s. Formosa Plastic Corporation that the 
Authority may consider imports statistics as furnished by them based on 
published information in Taiwan. The Authority notes that there is likely 
to be variances in the exports statistics even though it may pertain to 
identical period due to time lag involved in transportation and clearance. 
However, as per information furnished by the exporter from published 
sources in Taiwan, the quantum of exports from Taiwan under the 
Customs heading 5501 and 5503 were 1207 MTs which represents 3.8% 
of total imports of Acrylic Fibre in India during the period of investigation. 
Thus, the Authority notes that even based on the claims made by the 
exporter with regards to quantum of exports based on published 
information from Taiwan, the quantum of imports are higher than the de¬ 
minimus limits as required under the Rules. 

G. THE NORMAL VALUE. EXPORT PRICE AND DUMPING MARGIN: 

10. The response in the investigation was received by the Designated 
Authority only from one exporter from Taiwan i.e. M/s. Formosa Plastics 
Corporation. The assessment of normal value, export price and dumping 
margin in respect of M/s. Formosa Plastics Corporation and other non¬ 
co-operative exporters is discussed herein under: 

M/S.FORMOSA PLASTICS CORPORATION: 


The information furnished by the exporter was verified by the Designated 
Authority. Based on verification of information, the Normal value and 
exports price is assessed as under:- 
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NORMAL VALUE: 


(i) The exporter furnished transaction-wise details of domestic sales of 
Acrylic Fibre during the period of investigation. Separate details were 
furnished by the exporter with regards to regular type and special type of 
Acrylic Fibre sold in domestic market. The Authority notes that there is 
no difference in the sales price of regular type and special type Acrylic 
Fibre sold by M/s. Formosa Plastics Corporation in the domestic market. 
The company sold **** Kg of regular type Acrylic Fibre in domestic 
market at an invoice price of NT$**** Million. The subject goods are sold 
in the domestic market at a credit of **** months from the month of sale. 
Thus, the exporter has claimed credit cost in the domestic sales for an 
average credit period of **** days at an interest rate of ****%. Besides, 
M/s. Formosa Plastics Corporation has claimed inland freight in arriving at 
Ex-factory cost of domestic sales. The claims of the exporters with 
regard to credit cost and inland freight have been allowed by the 
Authority. 

(ii) The company was requested to make available details on its cost of 
production of Acrylic Fibre during the Period of Investigation(POI). The 
requisite details on cost of production of subject goods was furnished by 
the exporter. The Authority notes that Acrylonitrile(ACN) cost is a major 
input in the manufacture of Acrylic Fibre. There has been significant 
variances in the prices of ACN during the period of investigation. The 
prices of ACN furnished by the exporter varied from US$**** per MT to 
US$**** per MT. In view of the variances in raw materials prices. 
Authority has assessed month-wise cost of production of Acrylic Fibre 
during the period of investigation, in order to verify that domestic sales of 
subject goods are viable sales as required under the Rules. The 
Authority notes that a significant portion of domestic sales are at a price 
below its fair cost of production with additions of reasonable margins for 
administrative costs, selling expenses and profit. However, the weighted 
average sales price of subject goods in domestic market was higher than 
weighted average cost of production during the period of investigation.. 
Therefore, the sale of subject goods in domestic market have been 
considered by the Authority as viable sales as required under Rule 
2(Annexure-1) of Anti-Dumping Rules. 

Accordingly, based on domestic sales price during the period of 
investigation and after allowing for deductions on account of Inland 
freight and Credit costs, the domestic sales at EX-factory level have been 
assessed by the Authority at NT$**** per Kg. (US$**** per Kg.). 
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EXPORT PRICE : 

During period of investigation, M/s.Formosa Plastics Corporation exported 
**** Kg. of Acrylic Fibre to India at a GIF price of US$**** at an average 
price of US$****. Further, expenses were incurred on Commission to 
Indian agent @ ****%, inland freight, Port charges. Overseas freight. 
Clearing and handling charges and LC charges. These expenses being 
on actual basis have been allowed by Authority in arriving at Ex-factory 
cost of export sales. Accordingly, the average Export Price of Acrylic 
Fibre exported by M/s. Formosa Plastics Corporation during the POI has 
been assessed at US$ **** per Kg. 

Based on the methodology as indicated above, the Authority assesses 
Dumping Margin in respect of M/s. Formosa Plastics Corporation at US$ 
**** per Kg. or 12.89 % . 

H. DUMPING MARGIN IN RESPECT OF NON-CO-OPERATIVE EXPORTERS 
FROM TAIWAN: 

11. No response was filed in the present investigation by any other exporters 
from Taiwan. The Authority provided opportunity to other exporters from 
Taiwan to furnish relevant information for assessment of normal value, 
export price and dumping margin. The Authority also wrote to the 
Economic and Cultural Centre of Taiwan in India. However, no other 
exporter has furnished any information relevant to the present 
investigation. In the absence of any response from other exporters from 
Taiwan, in the preliminary determination, the Authority had assessed 
normal value and export price based on best available information. The 
assessment of normal value, export price and dumping margin in the 
preliminary findings has not been disputed by any of the exporters from 
Taiwan. In view of the same. Authority confirms its preliminary findings 
with regards to margin of dumping in respect of non-co-operative exporters 
at US$**** per Kg. or 25.52%. 

I. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK : 

12. The arguments raised by M/s. Formosa Plastics Corporation with 
regards to Injury and Causal Link are:- 
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(a) The quantum of imports from Taiwan are negligible and the market share 
of imports from Taiwan has shown declining trends. The small quantities 
of imports from Taiwan could not possibly cause material injury to 
petitioner during the period of investigation. 

(b) The downward trends in prices, profitability, sales realisation, production 
or capacity utilisation in respect of domestic industry has been 
erroneously attributed to imports from Taiwan without establishing any 
negative co-relation. 

(c) While alleging that the exports of Acrylic Fibre from Taiwan to India has 
been at a price lower than the Normal value, the petitioner have not taken 
into consideration the fact that export prices from Taiwan to India have 
been closely in line with average export price to all other markets. 

(d) If any Anti-Dumping duty is imposed on the exporter, the Indian down 
stream producers who have been utilising the exporters product would 
suffer. 

J. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY : 

13. In its preliminary determination while assessing the injury and causal link 
in the present investigation, the Authority had considered whether there 
has been significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as 
compared with the prices of like articles in India or whether the effect of 
such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a singificant degree or to 
prevent increase which otherwise would have occurred to a significant 
degree. The Authority notes that quantum of imports of Acrylic Fibre 
from Taiwan are more than the deminimus limits as required under the 
Rules, and there has been increase in the share of imports from Taiwan 
relative to the total imports of Acrylic Fibre in India. Authority further 
notes that the exporters from Taiwan have exported Acrylic Fibre to India 
at a price lower than the normal value in Taiwan and the sales price to 
India have declined sigriificantly. The landed value of imports of Acrylic 
Fibre from Taiwan to India has been at a price lower than the non- 
injurious price for the domestic industry. This prevented the domestic 
industry from increasing its sales price and there has been singificant 
erosion in the profitability of domestic industry from the sale of subject 
goods. In view of the same, the Authority concludes that the domestic 
industry has suffered material injury and the injury to domestic industry 
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has been caused due to dumped imports of Acrylic Fibre from Taiwan. 
The argument regarding effect on down stream producers is generic in 
nature and is not relevant to the scope of present investigation. The 
purpose of anti dumping investigation is to ensure that the subject goods 
are imported at a fair price. 

14. ARGUMENTS BY M/S ASIATIC EXPORT AND IMPORT: 

A reference was received by the Authority from M/s Asiatic Export & 
Import vide its letter dated 20'*’ May, 2000 enclosing the opinions of some 
of the importers of Acrylic Fibre, inter-alia, with regards to pricing policy of 
domestic industry, the quality of Acrylic Fibre supplied by domestic 
industry, the need for continuance of anti dumping duty in view of increase 
in prices etc.. 

EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 

The Authority notes that in the present investigation none of the importers 
of Acrylic Fibre have responded to the information solicited by the 
Designated Authority. In the reference dated 20**’ May, 2000 from the 
Asiatic Export and Import no data or information has been furnished to 
assist the Authority in the present investigation. The Authority, therefore, 
notes that the reference from M/s Asiatic Export and Import is not relevant 
to the scope of present investigation. 

L. FINAL FINDINGS: 

15. The Authority, after considering the foregoing, concludes that: 

(a) Acrylic Fibre originating in or exported from Taiwan has been 
exported to India below its normal value; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) injury has been caused to the domestic industry by the dumping of 
the subject goods griginating in or exported from Taiwan. 
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16. The Authority considered to recommend the amount of Anti-Dumping Duty 
equal to the margin of dumping or less, which if levied, would remove the 
injury to domestic industry. The average landed price of the imports, for 
the purpose, was compared with the Non-Injurious selling price of the 
petitioner companies, determined for the period investigations. Wherever 
the difference was less than the dumping margin, a duty lower than the 
dumping margin is recommended. 

17. Subject to the above, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings with 
regard to imposition of anti-dumping duty and recorrimends imposition of 
definitive anti-dumping duty on all imports of Acrylic Fibre falling under 
the Custom heading 5501 and 5503 of Customs Tariff Act. originating in 
or exported from Taiwan. The amount of Anti-Dumping Duty, per Kg. shall 
be the amount indicated in the table below:- 


SI. 

No. 

Country/Exporters 

Amount of duty 
(US$ per Kg ) 

1. 

TAIWAN: 



M/S. FORMOSA PLASTICSS 

0.140 


CORPORATION 


2. 

ALL OTHER EXPORTERS 

0.240 


18. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as 
determined by the customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of 
customs except duties levied under Section 3, 3A, 8B, 9 or 9A, as the 
case may be, of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

19. An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise and Gold 
(Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 


RATHI VINAY JHA, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by tlie Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 






